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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 05/14/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues in page 5, "Manson and Naidoo, alone or in combination, 
fail to disclose detecting a first condition wherein signal strength on a selected channel 
associated with said emergency alert function exceeds a threshold. Examiner does not 
agree. Naidoo discloses in (column 14 lines 3-28) generally, most life safety devices 
are configured to automatically detect the presence of a specific type of emergency 
situation. Upon detection of an emergency condition, the life safety device (32) 
transmits a signal to the emergency response device (54) in a manner similar to that 
used when either the wireless emergency notification device (56) or the wired 
emergency notification device (57) is actuated. In addition, the emergency response 
device (54) may also notify the emergency response provider station (18) that the call is 
eing established in response to a detection of emergency condition y by the life safety 
device (32). Naidoo shows how an emergency alert system is capable of 
receiving/detecting a signal and act upon an emergency using control signals. 
Moreover, it should be pointed out that a threshold in the current invention is broad 
enoug to read on the detection of the signal in an emergency. The threshold 
symbolizing the on/off state, sending or holding the emergency unit, signal or no signal 
received at the detector. 

3. In addition, applicant argues in page 6, "figure 4 does not, however, describe 
receipt of an EAM by the television signal receiving apparatus." Examiner does not 
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agree. Naidoo discloses in (column 14 lines 25-28) the monitoring personnel located at 
the emergency response provider station (18) would be better equipped to evaluate the 
situation at the patient station. This shows how the signal received at the monitoring 
personnel unit can be used for later retrieval in a television signal warning. Moreover, 
Manson describes an emergency alert system which as shown in (figure 2) includes a 
communication of emergency response using a tv (256). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 8-10, and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Manson et al (US 6,543,051 B1) in view of Naidoo et al (US 
7,185,282 B1). Hereinafter referred a Manson, and Naidoo. 

Regarding claims 1, 8 and 15, Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method for controlling an apparatus having an emergency alert 
function (Receive Emergency Alert Message (402) in figure 4), comprising steps of: 
detecting a second condition wherein a broadcast test associated with said emergency 
alert function is passed (figure 4). However, Mason fails to teach the use of detecting 
a first condition wherein signal strength on a selected channel associated with said 
emergency alert function exceeds a threshold. This is shown by Naidoo (column 8 
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lines 10-13), said broadcast test including detecting reception of a test signal that is 
broadcast on a scheduled periodic basis; and providing an output if said first and 
second conditions are detected (column 15 lines 2-7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of a condition detection in an emergency alert function. This is a useful combination 
because the system will detect emergencies automatically. 

Regarding claims 2, 9 and 16, Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 1 , wherein said broadcast test includes determining 
whether said test signal includes a user selected location code (column 5 lines 27-29) 
associated with said emergency alert function (Figure 4). 

Regarding claims 3, 10 and 17, Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 1 , wherein said test signal is broadcast on a weekly 
basis (Column 7 line 37). 

3. Claims 4-7, 11-14, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Manson et al (US 6,543,051 B1) in view of Naidoo et al (US 
7,185,282 B1) in view of Ganzer et al (US 5,121,430). Hereinafter referred a Manson, 
Naidoo, and Ganzer. 

Regarding claims 4, 11 and 18, Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 1 , further comprised of: identifying one of said 
channels having higher signal strength relative to said other channels as said selected 
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channel (figure 2). However, Manson fails to teach the tuning a plurality of channels 
associated with said emergency alert function. Ganzer discloses on (column 2 lines 
35-40) a tuner circuitry tuned to the channel number of the station providing service. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of a tuner. This is a useful combination because the emergency unit is delivered 
along the signal with the highest strength. 

Regarding claims 5, 12 and 19, Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 4, further comprised of using said selected channel to 
receive emergency alert signals capable of activating said emergency alert function 
(Create Digital Emergency Alert Message (412) in figure 4). 

Regarding claims 6, 13 and 20, Naidoo discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 1 , further comprised of: providing a first output 
message if said first condition is not detected (column 14 lines 12-18); and providing a 
second output message if said second condition is not detected (column 15 lines 2-7). 

Regarding claims 7, 14 and 21 , Manson discloses an apparatus, television signal 
receiver and the method of claim 6, wherein said first and second output messages 
each indicates a corrective action (Figure 4). 

Conclusion 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKLIN S. ANDRAMUNO whose telephone number 
is (571)270-3004. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs (7:30am - 
5:00pm) alternate Fri off (EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 )272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/551 ,086 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2623 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2623 



